BY Registered Post
No.7(6)/2006-IPR.I (IPAB)
Government of India,
Ministry of Commerce & Industry
Department of Industrial Policy and Promotion
(IPR.I Section)

Udyog Bhavan, New Delhi
Dated: 22" ,February, 2011
To
Shri Prasant Reddy T,
Research Associate to
Professor Shamnad Basheer
Ministry of HRD Chair on IPR Laws
West Bengal, National University of Juridical Sciences,
NUJS Bhavan, 12 LB Block,
Salt Lake City, Sector III
Kolkata-700098, India

Sub:- RTI Application under Section 6 of seeking information pertaining
to complaint made by Ms. S. Usha, Vice-Chairperson of IPAB in
regards lack of facilities for the IPAB circuit benches in Mumbai
Delhi and Kolkata.

Sir

I 'am to refer to your  application dated 30" December, 2010 and
subsequent letter dated 11" February, 2011 received in this Department on 14"
February 2011(depositing the requisite fees for photocopies of the documents) on the
subject cited above and to send herewith the requisite photocopies of documents as
desired .

2. In case you are aggrieved by the reply, you may within 30 days from the
receipt of the same, prefer an appeal to the Appellate Authority Shri V. Bhaskar, Joint
Secretary, Department of Industrial Policy & Promotion on the above address.

Yours faithfully,
i, - 4 )

(Chandni Raina)
Director &CPIO
Tele fax 011-23063596

Copy to RTI Section with reference to their Note No.I-34012/1/2011-RTI dated
4.1.2011,
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Inteilectual Property Appellate Board,
Department of Industrial Policy and Promotion,
Ministry of Commerce and Industry,

Guna Complex Annexe - I, 443, Anna Salai,
Teynampet, Chennai - 600 018,

irman e-mail : su@tn.nic.in website : Www.ipab.tn.nic.in
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namely, Delhi, Mumbai, Kolkata, Ahmedabad. The Board is adjudicating cases relating
to Trade Marks and Patent. Some of the decisions of the Board relating to patent will
have internationaj ramifications.  Thys parties before the Board also consists of

L. Trade Marks Registry, Boughix Sampada Bhawan, CP-2, Sector-V., Sait Lake City,
Kolkata — 700 091,

2, Plot No.32, Sector-14, Dwarka, New Delhi-110 075.

3. Patent Office, IPO Building, Baudhik Sampada Bhawan, Antop Hill Head Post
Office, S.M. Road, Mumbaj 400 037

As far as Ahmedabad is concerned the sitting is held at old High Court Building
as the Trade Marks Office is in small building which cannot provide the Board with the
accommodation to conduyct the hearing.

Initially the accommodation for circyit bench SIttng was provided at the
Conference Halj. Subsequently, the circuit bench sitting of the IPAB was confined to
the hearing rooms of the officials of Trade Mark and Patent, which are too small to

Tscdx 3] | et (e g
) ﬂ%mp) (_Cj ) | LiEes awg;;;”
) /qg T 300



since the officials were satisfied with the accommodation provided in the Trade Marks
Registry.

Of late, the IPAB is facing certain difficulties at IPO Dwaraka because of the
allotment of small rooms, the advocates expressed their difficulties in view of space
constraint they underwent. I also bring to your kind notice the speech made by Mr.

Justice S. Jagadeesan wherein the problems being faced by IPAB, especially finding

The Commerce Department of the Central Government though give wide
publicity and speak about the IPR, in my opinion, they have not done anything
for the smooth Junctioning of the Appellate Board. Those who are connected
With the litigation proceedings before the IPAB, may fully aware about the
functioning of the IPAB since September 2003. Though 5 years had been
elapsed, the department absolutely failed to take care of the functioning of the
IPAB. Never turned their eyes or lend their ears for the claims of the IPAB.
Though the sitting of the IPAB is at Jour places having the Headquarters at
Chennai, in no place like Kolkotta, Mumbai, Delhi and Gujarat [Ahmedabad],
the Government had made any accommodation facility for the regular sitting of
the IPAB nor for the accommodation of the Chairman or Vice-Chairman or the
members or the staff of the IPAB to have a regular place for the stay. It is rather
ridiculous to make the Appellate Board to find out a place for the
accommodation for both sitting and staying. Many an occasion, it is very
difficult to find out a suitable accommodation because of the refusal on the part
of the Government organizations itself to accommodate the I[PAB Jor the sitting
and for staying. In my opinion, the IPAB should not be placed under the mercy
of any other governmental body seeking accommodation Jor both sitting and
staying of the members as well as staff. The Government is obliged to take care
of the interest of the visiting bench and the Re stry of IPAB should not be made
to run after the bureaucrats seeking the accommodation. Unless the pressure is
reduced, the Junctioning of the IPAB cannot be to the expectations of either the
lawyers or the litigants. While [ mentioning the accommodation Jor the sitting, it
includes the accommodation Jor the lawyers as well as the litigants to sit in the
place where the judicial proceedings are being held or conducted. It is Jfor the
Government machinery to provide such basic Jacility for the effective
Junctioning of the visiting regional benches of IPAB.
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circuit bench sittings in Patent

Members, are at the mercy of the CGPDTM or any other officials of the concerned Patent
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of situation under which the circuit benches are held. [, therefore, request you to look
' Iy instructions to the Controller General, Patent Designs

U_;m\_ N_aw\.cka p
Yours Sincerely,

S L4

(S.USHA)

Shri. R.P.Singh,

Secretary,

Room No.157,

Department of Industrial Policy and Promotion,
Ministry of Commerce and Industry,

Udyog Bhavan,

New Delhi — 110011.
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022-24132735
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. ii’ ' 022- 24132393
. T 022-24144525
IN TELLECTUAL Government of India
PROPERTY IND1A Office of The Controller Genera] (Fax): & 022-2412 3327
; ?ﬁgﬁﬁfggé?rqw Patents, Designs & Trade Marks 022-2417 2288
i' GEOGRAPHICAL Boudhik Sampada Bhavan, (Emai[):ggmm
INDICATIONS. S.M. Road, Antop Hill, cgoffice-mh@nic.in
' qubai~400 037, India, (website): www.ipindia.nic in
“No. CG/IPAB/3009) 219Gy ) ~ Date: 31/1273005

INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY

To | . APPELLATE BUARD
Shri G. Vijayaraghavan ’ :

Deputy Registrar : LY 7610
Intellectual Property Appellate Board € T o
Guna Complex Annexe — |

o

2m floor, 443 Anna Salai, Teynampet s CHENMAL
Chennai - 18 _1,!_ St
S,

Sub : Request for booking Conference Hall and Ante Room at IPO in Delhi, Kolkata
and Mumbai during January to May, 2010.
Sir, '

D\J to locate suijtable Spaces for hearing of IPAB in various locations. However, as you may take
time to locate suitable Spaces, the hearing fixed upto 5-9* April,2010 could be done at the
Yours fzi ly,

\?;?ncemed IPOs I will instruct the H.Os accordingly.
&Y 1 ,
\Uﬁ @/ >%‘5\\
C}V | &\\\\" “% il Vgg'i
\ ;
W (P.H.Kurian)
IBATY T hemnag Controller-Genera] of Patents,Designs and Trade Marks
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(Depit. of Industria| Policy and Promoiicn;
Udyog Bhawan, New Deihi-114071

I.:
E-mail : krishna@nic in

Dated: 5" February, 2010

Dear Kﬁ.n‘hi

The Intellectual Property Appellaﬂa* B‘oardf, GIFA@BQ Chennai: has: brought to
the nmtrce: of tire: - Departme atﬁ‘raﬁ aletter dated SiT! 12.2009  has been iIssued
' ressii il t@ IPAB far halding:
ﬁﬂamaﬁénm;. 2010:onwards.  This

L i, Mumibiai
- Qo CGFEH;M wmﬂd extend;
1ad reqg: | the Olo CGE 3 to amamgezﬁéﬁtksuchashadl
for conducting hearing,. rooms F@r ﬂsre L—kwﬁﬂé Chairmam, Vice-Chairman: apd
Technicat Members, Supporting staff camputer and dccessaries efc. i places
other tham Chennai for hmihimgiélﬁmgs cm“'“t&‘le FAB Béﬂt:hes (Copy: enclosed).

| rou-sheuld continue to. pro @@"m_ﬁr__@daﬁon for !E_AB to conduct
- circuit ﬁeamngs i ‘éanaﬂsri‘creamw - —is—a-Betf; ernat ;
discuss.

ik duak wrid,

Yours Sincerely

WA

sord

Shri P.H. Kurian
Controller Generat
Patents, Designs and Trade Marks

Boudmk Sampada- Bhavan
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Copy to: Smt. S. Usha, Vice-Chairman, Intellectual Property Appellate Board, Chennai,
w.r.t. their D.O. letter No.C-18013/4/03-IPAB/675 dt.25.01.2010.
!

(S.K. Ahluwalia)
Deputy Secretary fto the Govt. of India




